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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Receipt of the Amendment filed April 14, 2005 is acknowledged. Claims 1-28 and 30-34 
are pending in the application. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed April 14, 2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. It is apparent that the applicant applies a more stringent standard to the reference 
than to the limitations of the claims. This is a reversal of their appropriate roles, as the reference 
is used as a whole as a teaching in light of the level of skill in the art. It is respectfully submitted 
that references are evaluated by what they suggest to one versed in the art, rather than their 
specific disclosure [see in re Bozek, 163 USPQ 545 (CCPA 1969)]. In this case, Pitroda 
discloses that one or more computer readable media having stored thereon a plurality of 
instructions that, when executed by one or more processors, causes the one or more processors to 
perform acts (see Pitroda, Abstract), the secondary reference, Franklin discloses a system for 
conducting commerce over a distributed network wherein the web documents contain 
information by which consumer-selected options receiving information from a merchant server 
(see Abstract). The 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) rejection set forth provided reasoning for the 
combination of references and resolve the level of ordinary skill in the business art. 

In response to applicant piecemeal analysis of the references, the examiner respectfully 
submits that one cannot show non-obviousness by attacking references individually where, as 
here, the rejections are based on combination of references. Specifically where the applicant 
asserts that the selection made by the user rather than a selection of a subset of a plurality of 



Application/Control Number: 09/675,466 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3624 

accounts to make available to the user and that there is no discussion or mention that a selected 
subset of accounts includes only those accounts that can be used by the user t o make a purchase 
at a merchant server. This feature was addressed in first office action dated October 28, 2004 and 
is repeated here in this office Action. Applicants concerns of the references have already been 
addressed and are thus maintained in this office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 -28 and 30-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pitroda (Us 5,590,038) in view 
of Franklin et al (US 6,125,352). 

Re claim 1 : 

Pitroda discloses that one or more computer readable media having stored thereon a plurality of instructions that, when 
executed by one or more processors, causes the one or more processors to perform acts (see Pitroda, Abstract): 

identifying a plurality of accounts corresponding to the user (see Pitroda, col. 1, 11. 9-36; col. 2, 11. 44+; and 

col. 3, 11. 34-61); 

selecting a subset of the plurality of accounts to make available to the user, the subset including only those accounts 
that can be used by the user to make a purchase at the merchant server (see Pitroda, col. 3, 11. 62 to col. 4, 11. 11); and 

presenting the subset of accounts to the user (see Pitroda, col. 1, 11. 9-36; col. 2, 11. 44+; and col. 3, 11. 34-61). 

Pitroda discloses an indication of a purchase a user is attempting to make via a status indication during a sales 
transaction, but fails to disclose receiving, from a merchant server. This is disclosed by Franklin (see Franklin, Abstract ). It 
would have been obvious for an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to be motivated to use the merchant 
server as disclosed in Franklin, because an artisan at the time of the invention would have recognized the advantages of the 
merchant server over the POS, to provide various status and transaction over the notoriously old and well known Internet. Thus 
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to substitute the merchant server for the POS would have provided the latest network technology as well as an obvious expedient 
well within the ordinary skill in the art. 

Re claim 2: 

Pitroda discloses that the plurality of accounts include one or more of: credit card accounts, debit card payment accounts, gift 
certificate payment accounts, rebate payment accounts, reward payment accounts, and cash payment accounts (see Pitroda, col. 1, 
II. 9-36). 

Re claim 3: 

Pitroda discloses that the accounts that can be used to make a purchase at the merchant server are those accounts of a type 
identified by the merchant server as well as additional accounts of a type that are mapped to an account type identified by the 
merchant server as being useable (see Pitroda, col. 13, 11. 47 to col. 14, 11. 32). 

Re claim 4: 

Pitroda discloses that the accounts that can be used to make a purchase at the merchant server are those accounts of a type 
identified by the merchant server as well as additional accounts of a type from which funds can be added to an account of a type 
identified by the merchant server (see Pitroda, figs. 18 & 19, col 14, 11. 39-49). 

Re claim 5: 

Pitroda discloses that one or more computer readable media wherein the plurality of instructions further cause the one or more 
processors to perform acts including receiving, from the merchant server, the identification of types of accounts as part of the 
indication of the purchase the user is attempting to make (see claim 1). 

Re claim 6: 

Pitroda wherein the plurality of instructions further cause the one or more processors to perform acts including: receiving a user 
selection of one of the subset of accounts; and 

forwarding, to the merchant server, payment information corresponding to the selected account (see claim 1). 
Re claim 7: 

Wherein the plurality of instructions further cause the one or more processors to perform acts including: 
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receiving a user selection of two or more of the subset of accounts; 
allowing the user to combine funds from the selected accounts into a 
combined account; and 

forwarding, to the merchant server, payment information corresponding to the combined account 
Re claim 8: 

Pitroda discloses wherein the plurality of instructions further cause the one or more processors to perform acts including allowing 
the user to combine funds from one account that is not identified by the merchant as acceptable with another account that is 
identified by the merchant as acceptable. 

Re claim 9: 

Pitroda wherein the plurality of instructions further cause the one or more processors to perform acts including: 
receiving a user selection of one of the subset of accounts; 

mapping payment information corresponding to the account to a format that can be used to make a purchase at the 
merchant server; and 

forwarding, to the merchant server, the mapped payment information (see Franklin col. 3, 11. 48+). 
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Re claim 10: 

Pitroda discloses that one or more computer readable media wherein the plurality of accounts are identified in an electronic 
wallet UET (see Pitroda, figs. 12-14 and 19-24), and wherein the plurality of instructions further cause the one or more 
processors to perform acts including: < 
receiving, from the merchant server, a request for information not included in the electronic wallet (see Pitroda, col. 13, 
11. 39 to col. 14,11. 32); 

querying the user for the information; receiving a response to the query, 

returning the response to the merchant server as the requested information (see claim 1, and col. 13, 11. 39 to col. 14, 11. 
32, also col 15,11.40+). 



Application/Control Number: 09/675,466 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3624 

Re claim 1 1 : 

Pitroda discloses presenting a plurality of accounts of different types to a user (see Pitroda, figs. 12, 13, Abstract), but fails to 
disclose allowing the user to transfer value from one of the plurality of accounts to another of the plurality of accounts. This is 
disclosed by Franklin (see Franklin, Abstract ). It would have been obvious for an artisan of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to allow for the aforementionted feature to provide convenience to the user in making various transactions in 
different accounts. Thus such a modification would be an obvious expedient well within the ordinary skill of the art. 



Re claim 12: 

Pitroda discloses storing the plurality of accounts in an electronic wallet on a remote server (see Pitroda, col. 1 1, 11. 40+; and col. 
14, 11. 40-65). 

Re claim 13: 

Pitroda discloses wherein the different types of accounts include two or more of debit card payment accounts, gift certificate 
payment accounts, rebate payment accounts, reward payment accounts, allowance payment accounts, and cash payment accounts 
(see Pitroda, col. 14, 11. 8^9). 

Re claim 14: 

Pitroda discloses wherein the allowing comprises allowing the user to transfer value from one of the plurality of accounts to 
another of the plurality of accounts while in the process of making an on-line purchase (see Pitroda, col. 14, 11. 8-49). 

Re claim 15: 

Pitroda discloses wherein the allowing further comprises allowing the user to transfer value from an account that is not accepted 
by a merchant at which the on-line purchase is being made to an account that is accepted by the merchant (see Pitroda, col. 14, 11. 
8-49). 



Re claim 1 6: 
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Pitroda discloses that one or more computer-readable memories containing a computer program that is executable by a processor 
to perform the method recited in claim 1 1 (see Pitroda, Abstract; and col. 12, 11. 7+). 

Re claim 17: 

A system comprising: 

a wallet server to store a plurality of payment accounts for a user; and 

a user interface component, coupled to the wallet server, to display the plurality of payment accounts and to allow manipulation 
of the payment accounts including transferring value from one payment account to another (see Pitroda, col. 10, U. 9+). 

Re claim 18: 

Pitroda in view of Franklin discloses a system wherein the user interface component comprises a web page (see Franklin, col. 6, 
11. 12+). 

Re claim 1 9: 

Pitroda in view of Franklin discloses receiving a request from a user to make a purchase using a particular type of fund; 

converting payment information corresponding to the particular fund to a credit card format; and communicating the 
converted payment information to a merchant for the purchase (see Pitroda, col. 1, 11. 9-36). 

Re claims 22 and 24: 

Pitroda in view of Franklin discloses converting the payment information to the credit card format without the user's knowledge; 
and communicating the converted payment information to the merchant without any indication of the conversion from the 
particular type of fund (see Pitroda, col. 2, 11. 44+) 

Re claim 23: 

Pitroda in view of Franklin discloses that converting comprises converting the payment information to a Visa® credit card format 
(see Pitroda, col. 1 1, 11. 39-58). 

Re claim 25: 

Pitroda in view of Franklin discloses that one or more computer-readable memories containing a computer program that is 
executable by a processor to perform the method recited in claim 19 (see Pitroda, col. 12, 11. 7+). 
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Re claim 26: 

Pitroda discloses maintaining a plurality of different types of payment accounts for a user; and allowing the user to transfer 
payment information stored in the payment accounts to merchants to make purchases (see Pitroda, col. 3, 11. 62 to col. 4, 11. 1 1). 

Re claim 27: 

Pitroda discloses wherein the types of payment accounts include one or more of debit cards, gift certificates, rebates, allowances, 
and cash (see Pitroda, col. 1, 11. 9-36). 

Re claim 28: 

Pitroda discloses that the maintaining comprises maintaining the plurality of different types of payment accounts at a remote 
server (see claim 1). 

Re claim 33: 

Pitroda discloses that one or more computer-readable memories containing a computer program that is executable by a processor 
to perform (see Pitroda, col. 12, 11, 7-f). 



3. Claims 20 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pitroda as modified by Franklin et al 

as applied to claim 1, and in further in view of Christensen et al (US 5,710,886). The teachings of Pitroda as modified by 
Franklin et al have been discussed above. 

Re claims 20 and 21: 

Pitroda as modified by Franklin discloses various funds/ accounts, but fails to disclose that the particular type of fund comprises a 
gift certificate and/or rebate funds. This is disclosed by Christensen (see Christensen, Abstract). It would have been obvious for 
an artisan of ordinary skill at the time of the invention to employ the teachings of Christensen to the teachings of Pitroda as 
modified by Franklin because an artisan would have recognized that gift certificates and rebates are notoriously old and well 
known in the art to encourage card users to make additional purchases. Thus an artisan would have been motivated to use the gift 
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certificate fund and rebate fund as a purchase incentive to the cardholder, thus creating greater use of the card. Thus such a 
modification would have been an obvious expedient well within the ordinary skill in the art. 

Re claim 29: 

Pitroda discloses allowing the user to transfer funds between different ones of the plurality of different types of payment accounts 
(see Pitroda, col. 14, 11. 39-49). 

Re claim 30: 

Pitroda discloses allowing additional funds to be added (deposited) to a payment account (see Pitroda, fig. 18 and 19, col. 14, 11. 
39-49). 

Re claim 3 1 : 

Pitroda discloses allowing additional funds to be added to the payment account comprises allowing additional funds to be added 
to the payment account by the user (see Pitroda, fig. 18 and 19, col. 14, 11. 39-49). 

Re claim 32: 

Pitroda discloses that the plurality of different types of payment accounts are maintained in an electronic wallet (UET) (see 
Pitroda, figs. 18 and 19, col. 14, 11. 32): 

receiving a request from a merchant for information that is not included in the electronic obtaining the requested 
information from the user; returning the requested information to the merchant (see Pitroda, col. 13, 11. 39 to col. 14, 11. 32; and 
col. 15,11.40+). 

wallet (see Pitroda, col. 13, 11. 39 to col. 14, 11. 32); 

Re claim 34: 

Pitroda as modified by Franklin fails to disclose maintaining a gift certificate account including payment information 
corresponding to the gift certificate account, presenting, to the user, the gift certificate account as a gift certificate and presenting, 
to a merchant, the gift certificate account as a credit card. This is disclosed by Christensen (see explanation for claims 20 and 21) 
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Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel S. Felten whose telephone number is (703) 305-0724. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Flex. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on (703) 308-1065. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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